IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OQKLAHOMA

LEE ROY BOYD, ) a
Petitioner, ) .
V. ) NO. 76-CR-4437 .,
)
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) _
Respondent. ) Y,
ORDETR IR A AR
The Court has for consideration a motion pursuant to 28’ULS,CﬁQ5““‘L

§ 2255 filed pro se, in forma pauperis by Lee Roy Boyd. He is a pris-
oner in the Federal Correctional Institution, El Reno, Oklahoma, pur-
suant to his plea of guilty to this Court entered May 19, 1964, in
case No. 14064, to an indictment charging a Dyer Act in Count One and
possession of an illegal firearm in Count Two. The sentence was to
five years on each Count, concurrently, to run consecutively to the
sentence then being served in the State of Oklahoma, and eligible for
parole as the Parole Board should determine as provided in 18 U.S.C.

§ 4208(a) (2). This is Petitioner's second § 2255 motion to this Court,
the previous one, case No. 72-C-331, having been denied by Order of
this Court dated and filed February 23, 1973.

As grounds for his present motion, the Petitioner asserts that
the prosecuting attorney recommended that he receive a five year sen-
tence on each count to run concurrently and concurrently with an in-
tervening State of Oklahoma sentence, and that the District Judge who
took his plea agreed to such plza bargain, but the agreed sentence was
not imposed because he was sentanced by a different Judge. The allega-
tion is totally without merit as supported by the transcript and this
Court's sure knowledge of the proceedings.

Although it is true that I accepted the plea and the sentence was
imposed by another Judge, there was no such sentence as claimed by the
petitioner recommended by the Government, and most assuredly this Court
did not participate in any plea bargaining nor agree to such sentence
as clearly supported by the record which forecloses the necessity for
a hearing herein.

The Defendant Boyd when he entered his plea of guilty was before
the Court on his motion to suppress evidence, and defense counsel ad-

mitted in open Court that his investigation had proved that the motion




could not be well taken, withdrew his motion with Defendant Boyd's
agreement of record, and a plea of guilty was entered. The prosecuting
attcrney, as appears at page 3 of the transcript, asked the Defendant:

"You have been advised that the maximum punishment on Count 1

would be a fine of $5,000 and five years imprisonment? And

that the maximum punishment on Count 2 would be a fine of

$2,000 and five years imprisonment?"

Defendant Boyd's answer was, "Yas, sir."

This Court also asked, as appears at page 8 of the transcript:

"Mr. Boyd, . . . do you understand on a plea of guilty to these

two counts the Court can sentence you to as much as ten vyears

and fine you $7,0002"

Again, Defendant Boyd's answer was, "Yes, sir."

The defense counsel requested immediate sentencing without waiting
for a pre-sentence report and informed the Court that the Defendant Boyd
was given a ten-year sentence suspended in Texas for burglary, had re-
ceived an eighteen-year sentence as a result of a high-jacking at Ponca
City, which would run consecutive to the sentence to be revoked in Texas.
". . . I would like to ask at this time that Your Honor sentence both
defendants to the maximum term as provided for by law, and let that sen-
tence run concurrently with the eighteen years received up in Ponca City,
the State charge. . . . I might add one more thing, Your Honor: . . .
there were possibly one or two other high-jackings on the way up hére
frem Texas."

The Court asked: "What assurance do you have that you have all the
record, . . .? To which question defense counsel deferred to the pros-
ecuting attorney who informed the Court that they (Defendant Boyd and
his co-defendant) committed two burglaries in Texas, stole a gun, stole
a car which they brought to Oklahoma, committed armed robbery of a filling
station at Ada, committed another armed robbery in Kay County, were ar-
rested in Bartlesville and taken back to Kay County, escaped and were
apprehended in another state, then returned to Kay County where they
each received an eighteen year sentence. Thereafter, the Court stated,
as appears at page 8 of the transcript:

"I believe a pre-sentence report would not be mitigating in

its findings; nevertheless I find it very beneficial to know.

So the Court will have them report to the Probation Officer

for a pre-sentence report; and we will set sentence for June
2nd at 9:30 in the morning."




The Court finds that the § 2255 motion is without merit and
should be overruled.

IT I5, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 2255 of Lee Roy Boyd be and it is hereby overruled, denied, and the
case is dismissed.

o
Dated this fi)’)'day of December, 19276, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA
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United States of America vs. United Stutes Distriet Court ror

o .y | MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKiammh _ _ _,
OEFENDANT HARRY L. FITEGERALD _
1 1t DOCKET NO. | 7 -130-8 J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 245 /10

COUNSEL

PLEA

In the presénce of the attorney for the government . MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - P 12 21 76

L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X | WITH COUNSEL | larry Hemry, Retained

o —— — i | —— — — — i B A — — — i —p — g omnen o— — bt — | —

{Name of counsel)

L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L_X | NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,

L—_J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/vamgint of x
L= 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 15, U.S.C.,

FINDING & >Soctim(-} (a) (2) and (x), as charged in Counts ome and two of the Information.

JUDGMENT

1

Lo

v
[RTIE TR
. 1

e %
it

The court asked whether defendant had'#ything to say Why judgment should not be pronbunced. Because no sufficieni cause to the contrary
‘Was, Shqﬁlh oggpp‘qared 10 the pbu‘n‘,“tt(je’ cpu(_.tjg]_ucgge’d’ the :déﬁéhdqi)'t_'guifgy as charged and conirig'_;ted and ordered thatatacxbeiencipstieis

R

T e L e 4k a o N R R

Counts 1 and 2 - The imposition of seatence is hewelby suspended and the defendant
iz placed on unsuperwided probatiom for a period of Ome (1) year, count two to

SENTENCE
oR >Tun concurrently with couwnt ome.
PROBATION
ORDER
et " .
Dla D IR ~
b P
SPECIAL €37 1978
CONDITIONS
OF .
PROBATION P perr e
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the generai conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. - ;
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION : shal or other qualified officer.
e S
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY : in 32 ] 7r
Ly~ U-S. Distriet Judge. o ' THISDATE A A7 /&
L1 U.S, Magistrate ’ C{’&: N e I g S - V. ...,___J_[:r_d:.“fj:' VA

Date 12-21-76 | , { ) DEPUTY




United States of America vs. United Stutes Di StriCt Court ror

} JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  sozss w70

} In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —P— 12 21 76

COUNSEL L_—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counse! and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counset.

X I WITHCOUNSEL L Pat Malloy and James Lang Retabaed _ _ _ _ _ _ S i

{Name of counsel)

&
L _::) Py -~
! __] GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L X | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUIBY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
T )

L— i NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/ \axachst of
L X1 GUILTY,

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C. Sections
FINDING & \ 371 and 1341, as charged in Counts one thru ten of the indictment. :
JUBGMENT | e o . oo :

A

AT
B TR LA

R }  The court asked whethegr defendaqih{# dnything to-say why judgment should not be pronounced.Because no syfficienf cause 10 the coﬁtrary
IR I’ ‘was’ shown, 07 gBpeared 1o the ‘court, (hie court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Wis

Qason 0d 0

Counts | thru 10 - The lwtttm of tm is .by sus.d and the defendant

! SENTENCE concurrently with count 1. The special conditions of probation are that the

b OR & defendant !s fined $19,000., payable to the U.S. Court Clerk for payment to U.S.

PROBATION Treasury, and FURTHER ORDERED to pay to Trustee in Home-STake bankruptcy procesdings
ORDER $100,000. within 90 days from this date. Payment to the trustee shall be held by

trustee, first, for the benefit of wldows, orphans or childred of particlipants;

t socond, the balance, If any, for destitute participants who file a claim with the

. trustee within | year showing proof of actual ioss from thelr Home-STake Invastment.

i | The trustes.may pay thess claims In his discretion, and If thare Is any disagreement

as to validity of a claim, appoal will Tie to the reorganization Judgse. Third, aftei

SPECIAL | year from this date, the balance of the funds will be paid on approved claims,

i co"%‘:‘“"s from civil cases pending fun this Court, on a pro rata basls to participants who

PROBATION show proof of actual loss on thelr Home-Stake investment. This group of claiments

shall not include the sophisticated and knowledgesble Investor, heads of corporation:

investors who had the advice of Investment advisers, CPAs or stockbrokers. Any loss

shall be computed so as not to include any amownts saved by ths clatmants as a

result of Incoms tax beneflits received. |If there are no such claims, the balance

of funds will be rafunded to the defendant. o

IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the defendant is to report to the probation officer

ADDITIONAL svery thres (3) months. -

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general cenditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
0oF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurning during the probation period. R

: —

>The court arders cornitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment
c::gg::::.r and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
i shal or other qualified officer.
DATION

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
(o r

SIGNED BY N o
'F I_!_.l U.S. District Judge THIS DATE /4 “} /e -
! o P - . VI Z/,
| L_J U.S. Magistrate (f’c I T e ! ay______C)QQu A
| FOOOOCIOO ' ( )CELERK
% Date D | ( LY DEPUTY




United States of America vs. United States District Court ror

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

)

FRANK E. SIMS

b | DOCKET NO. - | 76-CR-23-8 _J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  s0 245 6/70

in the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 12 21 76

L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant. desired to
have counse! appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsed,

L X I WITHCOUNSEL Llrvine Ungerman _and John Roberts RETAINED = . __ __ _ __ _ _ ]
{Name of counsel} _Q{TC 8 . ig76

t.—1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L_x 1 NOLO CONTENDERE, JNOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, ! v

t—_i NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding /xapdigk of
s { (X GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vlolated Title 18, U.S.C. Sections
FINDING & \. 371 and 1341, as charged in Counts one thru ten of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT . - -~ - .- : S : P
\ The court asked whether defendant hz;d: ahy‘thil;l_g to-say w’vl;y ‘mdgme'ntl slg,t:iﬂd.nq;;be. prbf;ounée_tj_f-!‘aéﬁe_xiqse no s&afficié‘rm‘t -c‘a;.'s.f?'tg :he cm;trary
.. was shown, or ‘appeared to the ‘court, the court adjudged the défepdant guilyy as sharged and, convigtgd and ordered that:ybes daiaatRabik
PRGBSO EEIBL RSN R R AIBLIOLDRAISSE )
Counts |1 thru 10 - imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
s placed on probation for a period of One (1) year, counts 2 thru 10 to run
SENTENCE concurreatly with count 1.
OR
PROBATION The special condition of probation Is that the defendant pa; to the trustes in the
ORDER Home-Stake bankruptcy proceedings $5,000.00 within wight (8) months from this date.
This money shall be held by trustes first, for the benefit of widows, orphans,
or chlldren of participants; second, for destitute participants who file s claim
with the trustee within one ()) year showing proof of acesal loss from thelr Home-
Staks. javestmpnt. The trustes may. pay thasse claims in his discretion, and if
there Is any disagreement as to valldlty of a claim, appeal will lie to the
SPECIAL reorganization Judge. Third, after ome (1) year from this date, the balance of the
““"%‘:‘0"5 funds will be pald on approved clutms, from clvil cases pending in ‘this Court, on 2
PROBATION pro rate basis to participants who show preof of actual loss on their Home-Stake
Investments. This group of tlaiments shall wot includs the sophisticated and
knowledgeable Investor, heads of corporations, investors who had the advice of
investment advisers, CPAs or stockbroksrs. Any loss theil be computed so as not to
include any amounts saved by the claiments as a result of income tax benefits
recelved. |f there are no such claims, the balance of funds wiil be returned
to the defendant.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special condili_ons of probation imposed above, it is he_rqby ordered th}t the general conditions of ;_)robation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
) It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5, Mar-
“E[::_?::;:N' shal or other qualified officer.
P
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY AT '/(:
L—_J U.S. District Judge o . THIS DATE __icA 2/ <
] U.5, Magistrate o B 5 T ) J doey . {é__ M/._L./_

{ }GQUERK

Date 12-24-76 ] ( YWDEPUTY




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

VS,

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Plaintiff,

JOHN PAUL LONG,

Defendants.

et al.,

ORDER

No. 76-CR-78 EJ. f !

=

/

v

Ll ol
T T e
vl ‘;“*!

The Court has before it for consideration a Motion for

New Trial filed by the defendant John Paul Long. The Court

has carefully considered said Motion and the Brief in support

thereof,

along with the law applicable to the issues raised

therein and makes the follcwing determination in regard to said

Motion.

Defendant asserts in his Motion that the United States

failed to prove the Indictment against him in its entirety and

that the verdict is contrary to the weight of the evidence and

not supported by substantial evidence.

In addition thereto,

defendant asserts that the Court erred in denying his Motion

for Acguittal offered at the conclusion of the Government's

evidence.

Although defendant Long acknowledges that he was

found in possession of certain counterfeit obligations of the

United States, he contends the Government failed to prove he

was a part of the conspiracy as alleged.

A conspiracy is an agreement between two or more persons

to commit one or more unlawful acts, and is complete when one

or more of the conspirators knowingly commit an act in further-

ance of the object of the conspiracy.

States,

smith wv.

317 U.Ss.

Cheney,

Braverman v. United

49, 53, 63 S.Ct. 99, 87 L.Ed. 23 (19%42); Gold-

447 F.2d €24 (10th Cir.

1971); Jordan v. United




States, 370 F.2d 126 (1l0th Cir. 1966), cert. denied 386 U.S.
1033, 87 S.Ct. 1484, 18 L.Ed.2d 595 (1967). The agreement need
not be express, nor in any particular form. It is sufficient
"if the minds of the parties meet and unite in an understanding
way with the single design to accomplish a common purpose. . ."

Martin v. United States, 100 F.2d 490, 495 (10th Cir. 1938).

"The proof necessary to support a conviction for conspiracy is
necessarily not direct. The nature of the cffense and the
secrecy involved require that the elements of the crime be es-
tablished by circumstantial evidence, and the common purpose

or plan may be inferred from the development or the combination
of circumstances." Jordan, supra, 370 F.2d at 128. See also

Glasser v. United States, 315 U.S. 60, 62 S.Ct. 457, 86 L.Ed.

680 (1942); Baker v. United States, 329 F.2d 786 (1l0th Cir.

1964) cert. denied, 379 U.S. 853, 85 S.Ct. 101, 13 L.Ed.2d 56

{(1964);: Dennis v. United States, 302 F.2d 5 (l0th Cir. 1962},

In addition, convictions will generally be sustained "if the
circumstances, acts and conduct of the parties are of such
character that the minds of reasonable men may conclude therefrom

that an unlawful agreement exists." Jones v. United States,

365 F.2d 87, B89 (1l0th Cir. 1966). See also United States v.

Birmingham, 454 F.2d 706 (l0th Cir. 1971); United States v. Winn,

411 r.2d 415 (10th Cir. 1969), cert. denied, 396 U.S. 919, 90

S.Ct. 245, 24 L.Ed.2d 198 (1969); O'Neal v. United States, 240

F.2d 700 (LO0th Cir. 1957).

The indictment in this case alleged that John Long, along
with other named co-conspirators, did willfully and knowingly
combine, conspire, confederate and agree together to manufacture,
possess, sell, transfer, conceal and utter counterfeit obligations
of the United States.

Evidence was presented at trial to the effect that Roger
Ray Vaughan initiated a scheme to counterfeit money. In January

of 1976, he discussed his plan with defendants Jimmy Carroll Dick




and Robert Lee Dick, Jr., who subsequently agreed to partially
finance the operation. Mr. Vaughan thereafter discussed the
printing of the counterfeit obkligations with Richard Arlin

Brown in California. Thereafter initial steps were taken to
produce the obligations. Mr. Vaughan then inquired of John Long
whether he would be interested in helping Vaughan finance the
operation or in buying any counterfeit money. The evidence
indicated John Long agreed to buy $20,000.00 worth of the coun-
terfeit obligations and Vaughan related this information to Jimmy
Dick. Furthermore, Vaughan told Long he was going to California
to have the money printed. It appears from the evidence at
trial that John Long was the only defendant who actually pur-
chased any of the counterfeit obligations for distribution,

and was in fact later apprehended in the State of Missouri

after he attempted to pass some of them.

As stated, the Indictmant charges a conspiracy to manu-
facture, possess, transfer and utter counterfeit money. It is
apparent that in order to successfully accomplish the illegal
objectives of a counterfeiting conspiracy, not only must a means
of manufacture be established, but also a meansg of transferring
or uttering the counterfeit money must be established. The evi-
dence clearly indicates that John Long aided the conspirators
in accomplishing the illegal objective of transferring and
uttering the counterfeit obligations. As stated in McManaman

v. United States, 327 F.2d 21 (10th Cir. 1964):

"It is not essential that each conspir-
ator participate in all the activities

of the conspirators in furtherance of the
conspiracy or have knowledge of such ac-
tivities. It is sufficient if the con-
spiracy is established and that the con-
victed persons knowingly contributed their
efforts in furtherance of it."

Furthermore, a party may join a conspiracy during its progress
and be held responsible for all acts in furtherance of the

scheme. United States v. Tnomas, 468 F.2d 422 (10th Cir. 1972).




A single act may be the foundation for drawing the actor within
the ambit of a conspiracy if the act is such that one may
reasonably infer from it an intent to participate in the unlaw-

ful enterprise. United States v. Thomas, supra.

In considering a motion for new trial based upon the suf-
ficiency of the evidence, the evidence must be considered in the

light most favorable to the prosecution. United States v.

Gleeson, 411 F.2d 1021 (10th Cir. 1969). Applying this criteria
to the case at bar, it is the determination of the Court that

the Motion for New Trial filed by John Long should be and hereby

is overruled.

It is so Ordered this /J/= day of December, 1976.

H. DALE COOK
United States District Judge




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

T

N

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ 245 (8,14)

MONTH

12

DAY

21

YEAR

76

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

P—

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appainted by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
_XIWITHCOUNSEL . _ _ _ _ _ Robsrt G. Brown, Court Appointed _ __ _ _ ]
{Name of counsel)
PLEA X1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, £ NOT:GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, ' T
—_— L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged DEC ? 1 : 1976
+ . - - J
There being a finding/yegdish of
X GUILTY.
| SO L B
f . - . H - h. | B
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of violated T. 18, "
FINDING& | ggotions 371 and 2113(d), as charged in the Indictment.
JUDGMENT .
———

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the caurt adjudged the défendant guilty as chafged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his.authorized represéni'ative for imprisonment for a period of

Coumt One -~ Five (5) Yaars
SENTENGE Count Three ~ Twenty (20) Years
0R
PROBATION IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the sentence imposed in Count Three
ORDER shall cosmence at the expiration of and run consscutively to the
sentence imposed in Count One.
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general, conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reducé or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a muximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occuiting duri_ng the probation period. T E .
?T_-he court orders commitment to the custody cf the Attorney General and recommends,
P ‘ 1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
I._.i U.S. District Judge . THIS DATE
L U.S. Magistrate ’ Sl evy_ . ___

{ JCLERK

—M”—J ( ) DEPUTY

_ Date

- — 50 o i A e S Sk < s an s e s C g e
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United Swutes Distriet Court o

United States of America vs.
L e | | _MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _
DEFENDANY 3 RAY \ EN
L e | DOCKET NO. 3= | 76-CR-82 1

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ 245 16,74}

COUNSEL

PLEA

)

MONTH DAY YEAR

1 12 21 76

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

tn the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

L% | WITH COUNSEL

L__J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, X | NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea,

DEC 211975

L J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a figadigag/ verdict of
L X1 GUILTY. 7
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of  having violated T. 21, U.S.C.,
FINDING & Sections 841 A-1 and 846, as charged in ths Indictment.
JUDGMENT '
-

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgmerit should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient éausé‘ to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of :

Two (2) Years
SENTENCE
oR > IT 1§ FURTHER ORDERED that tha defendant is sentenced to a
PROBATION trc:l.n]. parole term of Three (3) Years, to commence at the expiration
ORDER of the sentence imposed herein.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED shat the defendsnt may become el le
for parole at such time as the U. 5. Parole Commission may determine
as provided in T. 18, U.8.C.A., Section 4205(b)(2). _
SPECIAL '
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the | eneral conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposcd. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within 4 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period, L i
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
it is ordered that the Cletk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
—_—
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
|1I U.5. District Judge THIS DATE
L1 u.s. Magistrate '________ o o . o o BY i e :
{ }CLERK
Date 12-21-76 - { ) DEPUTY
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United Sv«tes District Court ror

United States of America vs.
b o o 1 BORTHERK DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |
DEFENDANT ™  PAUL EKLMER KENMRDY, JR.
.- - | DOCKET NO. § | 76-CR-82 A

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQH-245 (6/74)

COUNSEL

PLEA

R

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

MONTH DAY YEAR
> 12 2 76

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X JWITHCOUNSEL . _ _ _Jim Collins, Retained

(Name of counsel)

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

L—1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

X j GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that LI NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea,

| | NOLO CONTENDERE,

BEC 21 1975

L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/ varstimaof

L X j GUILTY. ;:'ii'j S S
! r ,f"“‘( ..,
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of violated T. bi’ ﬁ.'s_c_‘.
Section 841 A-1 and 346, as chaxged in Indictment.

The court asked whether defendant had anythmg to say whv judgment should not be pranounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, of zppeared to the court, the court ad;udged the defendant gulll.y as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is

hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney-General or his authorized representative for w

treatment and supervision umtil discharged by the Federal Youth
Correction Act as provided by T. 18, U.S8.C., S.et:l.on 5010(b).

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that the Parole Coomission consider
this defemdant for early parole if his term of confinament is such
that it warrants that consideration.

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that the exscution of sentence is deferred
wntil January 3, 1977, at 9:00 a.m., at which time the dnfondmt:

Mmmmﬂ.&w

in addition to the special conditions of probation irnposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may |ssue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurnng during the probation period.

>The court-orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

B:EI::II:::::T and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
: shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
—_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED 8Y

LTI U.S. District Judge

L___J U.5. Magistrate

THIS DATE

)

( )CLERK
) DEPUTY

Date

N
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FITLE D

Lel 2061876
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .
Jack C. Silvar, Clork

U. S. DISTRICT COURY p#

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, ) )
V. ) NO. 76-CR-123- /2>
)
JACKIE LEE SCOTT, et al., )
Defendants. )
ORDER

The Court has for considerzation a motion filed by counsel on behalf
of the Defendant, Jackie Lee Scott, seeking discretionary modification
of sentence pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.

- After review of the motion, study of the file, and reflection, and
being fully advised in the premises, the Court finds that the motion
for modification of sentence should be sustained.

IT IS5, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Judgment and Commitment Order
entered herein on November 3, 1576, be and it is hereby modified to the

sentence as follows:

The Defendant, Jackie Lee Scott, is hereby committed to the
custody of the Attorney Gerneral or his authorized representa-
tive for imprisonment for & period of:

Count Cne--Two (2) months.

Count Two--The imposition ¢f sentence is suspended and the
Defendant is placed on probation for a period of
three (3) years to commence at the expiration of
the sentence in Count One.

It is the intent of this Order modifying sentence that the Defendant,
Jackie Lee Scott, be released from jail-type confinement on January 2,

1977.

7
Dated this Q&JJL day of December, 1976, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Con & 0 0

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




United Su.tes Distriet Court o

United States of America vs.

e e 1 | NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA 3
DEFENDANT MICHAEL McLBORE
b - DOCKET NO. o | 76-CR-64-B -

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER a0 205 6100

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY ~VEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date g 12 16 76

COUNSEL L) WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X ywiTHcounseL . Johm Kienda § Joseph Abvghem, Bet. _ 1

{Name of counse!)

PLE L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, X | NOTGUILTY
A there is a factual basis for the plea,

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
X 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of w violated Title 21, U.S.C.,
FINDING & >$acticn 841(a) (1), as charged in the indictment. | '

JUDGMENT

There being a finding/ soegtigwof

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Treatment and mtudhchngd hay the Adult Youtk Correctiom Act
SENTENCE upredl-dhyg. 18, U.S.C., Sectiom 4 6:%1,00:). ' h
OR  IT IS FRURTHER ABRUDGED that executios of sentence be deferred u Jamumry 25,
elf to the

PROBATION - ™~ ' L
nen | U, S, Marsbade st which tine defendent 1s to present

FILE L
SPECIAL mra
CONDITIONS o | | - UEC 1¢ 1978
OF
PROBATION - Jaek C. ‘kaf&‘f, Clork

U. S. DISTRICT ¢oinT

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIOKS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the.general conditions of prabation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or-extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probaticn period. S R

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is.ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

OMMITME .
cRECOMME:T and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
) shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
J . )

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SIGNED BY

THIS DATE

I_*l .S, District Judge ’

Lot diaiisitity 4 Y
- { )CLERK
vate _ 12~16-76 | () DEPUTY




.‘\!

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United Stutes District Cc’iuiit for

__________________ L the NORTEERN DISTRICT of GRIAMONA

AG 245 (814D

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
“9R
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

-/

SIGNED BY

LE ) u.s, District Judge

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION =~ "%

DAY

16

YEAR

76

MONTH

12

In the presence of the atiorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appuointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance ofCaunsel.
-

__ Gomar A. Evans, Jx.

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

LEX| WITH COUNSEL

(Name of counsel)

LEX | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

1 NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY

BEG 1 ¢ 1976

L..—1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being & finding/verdict of GUILTY Jack 0 Qe oy
LT A \‘, .‘:iﬁu\._.A—“
— U. S DISTRICT €
Defendant has been convicted as charge_dd.uf*thé offense(s) of haviag violated ¥. 18, Sectioms 2 &

in Count 15 6f the Iadictwsmt; haviag violated T. 18, Sectioms 2 & 2314 in Cowmnt
uattbnﬁm: md baving violated T. 18, Sectiom 371 in Commt 17 of the

i3

.

The court asked whether defendant had anything 1o say why iudguﬁent should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or apﬁeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilly as charged and convicted and ordered lhatzw

ORI Boeor ok e . R NN s PR

As comditions of probatiem, Defendsmt is t0 make restitutien of §$100.00 to
the Clerk of the Court, U.8. District Cowrt, Northemm District of Cklabema,
beginning in Janwary, 1977, Ser paymsat to ths U.S. Treasury.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the.general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurning during the probation period. :

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
THIS DATE
’ J BY s o e e e
ALLEN K. BARROW  )CLERK
CHIRF JUDGE st Dypember-1é; 1976 { ) DEPUTY

e g



COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
L IwiTHCOUNSEL Jack Sellers, Ret. _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ = R
{Name of counsel) i _E ——L o E?
PLEA t— 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L X 1 NOLO CONTENDERE, T GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, C 1 £ 1976
— - il " LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. SI%UGI’, Clark
cre being a findin o oy
s ot ) v Gunty. U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & \ Section 656, as charged in Counts ons and two of the Informtiom.
JUDGMENT ¢ .
—_—— -
\ .

\ The couri asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for & period of

Cts. 1 and 2 - Twenty-five M) months, snd on the condition that the defendant
be confined in a jail type institution for a period of One (1) momth, the
SENTENCE | exesution of the remainder of the sentencs of imprisomamt is hereby suspended
oR and the defemdant is on probation for twemty-four (24) momths, Comt 2
PROBATION | to rue comcurrently with Cowmt 1.
ORDER
IT IS RRTHER ADJUIGED that the exscution of sentence is feferred wntil
4, 1977, at which time the defondmmt is to present himself to the
U. S. Narshal at 5:00 A.M,
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
"
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation irmposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general cgnditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within & maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. , P :
>The_ court orders commitment Lo_the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
Halfwmy House, Ckishoms City, Uklahwms, o minimal seewrfty | !t isordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT ’ ’ B m ‘a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN * and commitment to the U.S5. Mar-
OATION . shal or other qualified officer.
-
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
I__i U.S. District Judge . THIS DATE
L ] U.S. Magistrate ’ ey e
{ )CLERK
pate __ 12-16-76 | ( ) DEPUTY

.-:ﬂ*";*' E

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

A 2435 46//4)

YEAR

76

MONTH

12

DAY

16

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appearcd in person on this date

P




———

- - FILED
IN OPEN COURT

DEC 11976
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. Sijvar

Cterk, U. S. District Court
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, ; . 2/
V. ) NO. 76-CR-23 &
ROBERT S. TRIPPET, et al., ;
Defendants. )
ORDER

The Court has under advisement, at the close of all of the evidence,
the motion for acquittal of the Defendant, Norman C. Cross, Jr. Pursuant
to its duty, the Court has reviewed all of the evidence in the light most
favorable to the Government, with full recognition of the right of the
jury to determine credibility, weight of the evidence, and to draw jus-
tifiable inferences of fact. From this review of the evidence, the Court
is now faced with the responsibility of making the determination of whether
there is substantial evidence from which the jury could properly find or
infer, beyond a reasonable doubt, that the Defendant on trial is guilty
of the crimes charged in this indictment.

Evidence to be substantial must do more than merely raise a suspicion
of the existence of facts sought to be proved; there must be more estab-
lished than mere suspicion of guilt. A conviction cannot be based upon
evidence which is consistent with both innocence and guilt. The Court
finds that the Government's evidence is equally strong to infer innocence
of the crimes charged as it is to infer guilt, and there has been no
finger of guilt pointed at the Defendant, Norman C. Cross, Jr., by the
evidence before this Court. Therefore, this Court has the duty to direct
an acquittal.

The Court, during the many weeks of this trial, has had ample op-
portunity to observe this jury, and from that observation has concluded
that the jurors are attentive, conscientious, and persons of reason.
Therefore, it is concluded by the Court, on review of the evidence, that
there would ungquestionably be a reasonable doubt in the minds of the
jurors as a matter of law which precludes submission of this case to them.

This Order is in no way a reflection on the abilities and prepara-
tion of the prosecution team before this Court. They did not create the

facts, yet they have been assigned the task of prosecuting this complex




and complicated case. They have inherited the burden of representing

the United States in this trial following the maze of Agency investiga-
tions, grand juries, arraignments, transfers and retransfers, appeals,

two indictments prior to this indictment, and numerous pre-trial motions,
all of which have been complicated by the Speedy Trial Act, which Act

was passed although opposed by all investigatory and prosecutorial bodies,
as well as by lawyers and their defendant clients, and yes, the Courts as
well. You as attorneys for the Government have the Court's commendation
for your efforts, decorum and ethical conduct in the trial of this case.
Further, the Court desires to note that the Defendant has been represented
by his most able counsel who properly exercised every defense and pleading
available for the protection of the accused. The Defendant could not

have been better represented. We must all recall our principle of law
that all defendants are considered innocent until proved guilty beyond

a reasonable doubt, and that protection abides with them at all times
during the trial.

The decision herein is rendered after much study, review of the
record, the exhibits, the stipulations, and all other pertinent evidence
before the Court. The Court cannot in good conscience, under the law,
delegate its responsibility by following the path of least resistance by
submitting the case to the jury. The Court does not doubt that the jury
would be equally motivated by the evidence to absolve the Defendant of
blame and find him not gulilty of the ten counts in the indictment. How-
ever, all defendants in this Federal Court enjoy the protection against
submissign of any case to a jury when the evidence does not warrant such
action. The legal duty, and the responsibility to perform that duty,
prevents casting the burden of a verdict upon the jury and protracting
the unknown agony which the Defendant must have necessarily suffered in
what must seem an unbearable experience of almost four years of investi-
gatory, accusatory, and prosecutorial stages.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion made at the close of all
of the evidence to acquit the Defendant, Norman C. Cross, Jr., of ali

ten counts of the indictment skould be and it is hereby sustained. The




Defendant, Norman C. Cross, Jr., is hereby acguitted of all ten counts
of the indictment. All other pending motions and offers of exhibits

are hereby overruled as moot. The bond is exconerated and the Defendant

is free to depart forthwith.

I‘:: —/
Done in open Court this 47}‘

‘day of December, 1976, at Tulsa,
Cklahoma.

Z L sige

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




United States of America vs. United States Distriet Court o

OEFENDANY

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  ao 2500

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 12 8 76

COUNSEL ! WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appoinied by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

LI WITHCOUNSEL  ‘___ _ _ _ _ _ Roy M. "Bud” Byars Retained | I R

-
{Name of counsel}

n &1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___INOLO CONTENDERE, NDEGuBLTvi076
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
b
EE—— L1 NOY GUILTY. Defendant is discharged oo R
There being a finding/yeudigg of e -
X1 GUILTY.

- Defendant has Bccn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violated T. 26, U.5.C.,
FINDING & \ Section 5861(d), as charged in the Indictment.
JUDGMENT

) \L The courl asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced, Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
- was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guifty as charged and convicted and ordered that: W
I . .10 A , g hi harize Arpp - PR . T : -

The imposition of sentence is hereby suspsnded and the defendant
SENTENCE | 48 placed on probation for a period of ;hru and ome-half (3%) Years
oR - from this date.
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or-extend the periodl of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation period or within 2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

>The court orders commitmeat 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

. it is ordered that the Glerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment

and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
HEDC:_::'":N' shal or ather qualified officer.
-/
) R CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY ‘ o

Lx_l U.5, District Ju_d,ye,,-,’ THIS DATE -

| ] U.S. Magistrate ey e
{ JCLERK

Date 12"‘&" 1 ﬁ | { ) DEPUTY




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

A—

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ - 245 (6;74)

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

-  /
Ty

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OFf
PROBATION

ADDITHINAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

>The court grders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

MONTH pAY YEAR

P 12 8 76

However the ccurt advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appuointed by the court and the defendant thercupon waived assistance of counsel.

L XIWITHCOUNSEL  t___ _ _ __ _ __ David W. Cxiffith, Court

{Name of counsel)

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL

L_XI GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

NOLO CONTENDERE, NOTQ | ,TY‘
— NN 1978

L—_J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged . : o

There being a finding/ vgeghigfgof L
t_Xi GUILTY. e

mht‘d Tn 18. u.s-c..
the Indictment.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of

Section 1708, as charged in Count Ons of

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged thg defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: W

ereby committed ig
ARG

w Tl
e W

e T 0 AT OLNE EOEerd J e e OLE olg el o oRIoen Q ATTATA s MW
PR R YRR EE EEE R E R N AR

The imposition of semtence is hereby and the defendant
is placed on tion for a period of Two (2) Years from this date,
under the Yederal Youth Correction Act, pursuant to T. 18, U.5.C.,

Section 5010(a).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the restitution in the amount of
$198.20 which has sly been d to the Court Clexk, be
transferved to the U. S. Treasury by the Cowxrt Clerk.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurning during the probation period. : :

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.5, Mar-
shal or other gualified officer,

SIGNED BY

L—J U.5. Districk Judge

L _J W.5. Magistrate

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

)

B N - ______“.__
{ ) CLERK

32w B | { ) DEPUTY

Date




Eal

Uniited States of America vs. United Stutes District Court for

o 1 _WORTRERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 0 205670

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —p 12 8 %

COUNSEL L__J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

(X JWITHCOUNSEL  1___ _ _ _ _ . Phil Frazier, Court = PR B

(Name of counsel}

PLEA X J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 INOLO CONTENDERE, | | NOTRER W - 1976
LE there is a factual basis for the plea,
— L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged e o : Y \(, -

There being a finding/Wf
L_Xi GUILTY.

Defendant has been coavicted as charged of the offense(s) of m violated %. 18, U.S8.C.,
FINDING & \ Sections 371 and 1702, as charged in Coumt One of the Indietment.
JUDGMENT

_—

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: W

eLE w e () y - QLOE E g hi e T+ WA 3 QL £l 3 »
DDO“GO#OHQQCQ‘QCC.OO.;t.}tt’lt.!.loﬂﬁan.-avas.s‘q.Oo‘awvr..&tt""

The laposition of sentence is hersby the defendant

SENTENCE | is placed on probation for a por:l.od of rvo fra- th.u date,

R > under the Fedaral Youth Correction Act, purlmn . 18, u.s.c.,
PROBATION | Section 5010(a).
ORDER
CONDEIONS The condition of g‘z’obn.::lm is that the defendant make restitution
M| 1in the amomnt of $42.50 £0 the Court Clack for payment to the U. .

Treasury, regular monthly payments begimming in December,

PROGATION | @ $5.00 per month until paid in fuil. - - ’
ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that ;hg‘ﬁj‘.nerai conditions of probation set out on the

reverse side of this judgment be iriposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the penod of probation, and at

OF any lime during the probation peried or within a maximum probation period of five years permltted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a viclation occurring dunng the probation period.

>~The court orders, commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

HE::;:OM:N' shal or other qualified officer.
—_—
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

l__i U.S, District. Judge ’ THIS DATE .

.} U.5. Magistrate

{ )CLERK

Date !2 8 ?6 ] { } DEPUTY




COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDSMENT .

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
AECOMMEN-
DATION

In the presence of the attorney for the government

the defendant appeared in person on this date

L 1 WITHOQUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right

> 12 1 . 76|

to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

i sed.
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of coun

L XIWITHCOUNSEL  L__ _ _ __ __ _. Don McCoxkell, Jr., Caurt Appoiani_ _

L__J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

There being a finding/yexliee of {

of the

The court asked whether

. Wa§ Shown, or appeared, 10 SN€, EB0CL, the court ag

=2 GO0 O B ALy L 0 1T
A AR N E XX X N

76-CR~-80.

PAETIND T A

judged
{

) Ty
LS T

{Name of counsel)

LI NOLO CONTENDERE, x. FNOT%U&TY E ‘ @

L— NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ULl 1 - 1976
tX_i GUILTY. |

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vielated T. U1§ A Eﬁ@[@. GOURT
\. Section 1503, as charged in the Indictment.

It 1s the £inding 'of fhe Courk. that the defendamt is the age of
20 years, subject: to g.ﬁ;tfgn'ﬁu«mm, and it is the‘gn'thir
PIC L e

Jack C. Sitver, Clark

dafandtit would not derive apprepriate
hAet, and is therefore sentanced

a

defendant had anything to say why Jiigment should not be:promounced. Because no sufficient cau

vy mor X se to the ¢ trary
_,ﬁie defendant guilty as chaiged and convicted and ordered that:

! ERRLERDEESC 01 i 14 [RRLS MO ED . 3.1 O 0
MAAAALEEEL ERE A I E R X EEEYE N

The impesition of sentunee is hereby deferred and the defendant
is placed on probation for a period of Two (2) Years, to commence after
and run consecutive to service of sentence heretofore pronounced in

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions.of prabation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court reay change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. s )

—_—

SIGNED BY

I_x_l U.S. Disrict Judge ’

L U.5. Magistrate

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other gualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

i




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 76-CR-53-C
) N
DARLENE RAE FOSTER, et al., ) -Z{__*C_'____L

Defendants.

ORDER SUSTAINING MOTION FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE

On October 29, 1976, and on November 17, 1976, the Court
received requests from the defendant, Darlene Rae Foster,
which seek to have the Court review the sentence imposed on
this defendant. After a plea of guilty to a violation of Title
21, U.S.C. § 846, this Court on July 23, 1976, sentenced the
defendant, Darlene Rae Foster, to two (2) years imprisonment.
In addition to said sentence the Court imposed a special parole
term of three (3) years. The Court sentenced this defendant
under Title 18 U.S.C. § 4205(b) (2) which allows her to become
eligible for parole as the United States Parole Conmission may
determine. On August 20, 1976, the Court overruled defendant's
previous motion for a reduction of sentence. On September 23,
1976, the Court overruled defendant's second Motion for Reduction
of Sentence.

In treating defendant's third request for a review of her
sentence as a Motion for Reduction of Sentence pursuant to
Rule 35 of the Fed.R.Crim.P., the Court has again carefully re-
viewed the entire record as it pertains to this defendant and
finds that the sentence imposed as indicated herein should be
reduced.

The defendant has timely filed her third Motion for Reduction

or Modification of Sentence. Pursuant to Rule 35 of the Fed.R.Crim.P.,




the Court has jurisdiction to consider the Motion if it is
filed within 120 days of the date of sentencing. United States

v. Stollings, 516 F.2d 1287 (4th Ccir. 1975).

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence
entered herein on July 23, 1976, be and it is hereby modified
to read as follows:

IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is hereby
committed to the custody of the Attorney General
or his authorized representative for imprisonment
for a period of eighteen (18) months. In addition
to said term of imprisonment, the Court imposes a
special parole term of three (3) vyears.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant may become eligible
for parole as the United States Parole Commission may determine

pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. § 4205 (b) (2).

It is so Ordered this ;i%g Z_.day of December, 1976.

H. DALE CQOOK
United States District Judge




